During his travels in the Ukraine he met the writer Valen-
tin Ovechkin. They travelled together., each., at first, absorbed
in his own thoughts. At about that time Ovechkin was
writing an article for Pravda in which he adversely criticized
something he had seen in several districts: the boosting,
year after year, of the same record breaker., while all around
there were farms which were not even achieving the average
crop yields.
Suddenly, both the writer and the scientist began to
talk about the same thing. Kolesnik too was opposed to
these perpetual record breakers. In his opinion, the criterion
of the "maturity" of a district was a high average yield.
He said:
"What would people think of a factory manager,, or
director of a state trust, who boasted that he had not
dropped below the preceding year's level? You can be quite
sure what they would think. But in agriculture you hear
some people boasting: 'Not worse than last year.' What
are they proud of? The fact that they are marking time?
In socialist agriculture there must be the same continuous
improvement, the same ascending curve as we have in in-
dustry!"
He was of the opinion that to fight for this and facilitate
it was the chief feature and main function of the new science,
the people', Soviet, Michurin science.
"Was there agrotechnique in the past? There was.
But often it was like a body without a head. Agro technique
without agrobiology."
There is an enemy that he hates and fights with all his
might wherever he meets it, namely, conservatism.
"Would you like to hear what the kolkhozniks in the
Ukraine have done?" he asks. "I'll put it briefly: They
have buried the ancient farming methods! Yes, that's exactly
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